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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see Pages 8-24, filed 11/04/05, with respect to claims 1 - 
2,4-6,29,31 -34,37-54 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The final 
rejection of 06/03/05 has been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
fprth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, which is representative of claim 29, 34, and Claims 2,4,6,31-32,37,39- 
40,43-45,48-50,53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reele (US 6,567, 1 90) in view of Tsai (US 5,883,727). 

Reele discloses a device comprising: a frame 110; a lid moveably attached to 
said frame, said lid 225 being movable between a closed position and an open position 
(Fig 2; Col 4 Lines 26-28); a display 220 mounted to said lid (Fig 2; Col 4 Lines 26-28); 
wherein said display is visible when said lid is in said closed position (Fig 1; Col 3 Lines 
33-34). 

Reele discloses a scanning unit movably disposed in a housing (Col 3 Lines 14- 
16), but does not disclose expressly that the scanning unit is a photosensor array. 

Tsai discloses a CCD 30 mounted on a moving support and gliding in a traverse 
direction (Fig 39; Col 6 Lines 54-64). 
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Reele & Tsai are combinable because they are from the same field of endeavor, 
that is, image scanning using a movable scanning unit. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Reele with Tsai. Furthermore, one of ordinary skill would have 
known that CCDs such as disclosed in Tsai, are widely used as means for scanning a 
document and thus would have been motivated to provide a CCD as the movable 
scanning unit in Reele. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to allow for operation at 
different resolutions, as taught by Tsai. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Tsai with Reele to obtain the 
invention as specified in claim 1 . 

For claim 2, Reele teaches wherein said lid is hingedly attached to said frame (Col 3 
Lines 27-32). 

Regarding claim 4, Reele discloses wherein said device is a digital picture frame device 
(Col 3 Lines 20-24; Col 4 Lines 33-51 ). 

For claim 37, Reele teaches wherein said scanning causes an image of said object to 
be generated; and displaying at least a portion of said image of said object on said 
display (Col 3 Lines 14-36). 

For claim 39, which is representative of claims 44 and 49, Reele teaches wherein an 
image is displayed on said display when said lid is in said closed position (Col 3 Lines 
45-48; Fig 1). 

For claim 40, which is representative of claims 45 and 50, Reele teaches a menu of 
options displayed on said display (Col 3 Lines 45-57). 

Considering claim 43, which is representative of claim 48, Reele discloses a removable 
memory card device (Col 4 Lines 33-40). 
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Considering claim 53, Reele teaches wherein said device further comprises a 
removable memory card device (Col 4 Lines 33-40); wherein said scanning causes an 
image of said object to be generated (Col 3 Lines 14- 

36); and using said removable memory card device to store said image on a removable 
memory card (Fig 3; Col 4 Lines 33-51 ). 

For claim 54, Reele teaches wherein said scanning causes an image of said object to 
be generated (Col 3 Lines 10-32); and using said device to transmit said image to a 
remote location (Col 4 Lines 58-65). 

4. Claims 5, which are representative of claim 33, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Reele '190 in view of Tsai 727 and further in view of 
Puyot (US 6,278,101). 

Reele and Tsai disclose the device as discussed above. 

Reele and Tsai do not disclose expressly wherein said photosensor array is a 
CIS photosensor array. 

Puyot discloses wherein said photosensor array can be a CIS, CCD 
photosensor array, or any other two-dimensional photosensor array (Col 1 Lines 41-45). 

Reele, Tsai & Puyot are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, image devices. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Puyot with Reele and Tsai. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to detect image light 
focused, as taught by Puyot. One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
CIS and other two dimensional arrays are well-known alternatives for use in a scanning 
device. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Puyot with Reele and Tsai to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 6. 

5. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reele 
'1 90 in view of Tsai 727 and further in view of Suzuki et al (US 6,084,990). 

Reele and Tsai disclose the method as discussed above. 

Reele and Tsai do not disclose expressly wherein said displaying at least a 
portion of said image occurs when said scanning is taking place. 

Suzuki discloses wherein said displaying at least a portion of said image occurs 
when said scanning is taking place (Fig 8A; Col 9 Lines 32-43). 

Reele, Tsai, and Suzuki are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, image scanning. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Suzuki with Reele and Tsai, 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to reduce power 
consumption, as taught by Suzuki (Col 1 Lines 50-52), and also further for enabling a 
user to confirm a read image while scanning, which was a deficiency of the prior art (Col 
1 Lines 28-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Suzuki with Reele and Tsai to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 38. 

6. Claims 41-42, which are representative of claims 51-52, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reele (US 6,567, 190) in view of Tsai (US 
5,883,727) and further in view of Morris (US 6,453,361). 
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Reele and Tsai disclose the device as discussed above, 

Reele and Tsai do not disclose expressly wherein one of said options is for 
uploading an image to the Internet and wherein one of said options is for uploading or 
downloading an image via wireless connection. 

Morris discloses wherein one of said options is for uploading an image to the 
Internet and wherein one of said options is for uploading or downloading an image via 
wireless connection (Col 4 Lines 54-61). 

Reele, Tsai & Morris are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Morris with Reele and Tsai. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been for capturing and 
displaying digital images and communicating over the Internet with either browser- 
based or browser-less client devices, as taught by Morris (Col 3 Lines 25-28). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Morris with Reele and Tsai to 
obtain the invention as specified in claims 41-42. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 46-47 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather D. Gibbs whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7404. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thu 8AM-7PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




Heather D Gibbs 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2625 
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